
Rockwell ER Program 
Rocky Flats Plant 

ER PROGRAM DATA ASSESSMENT 
SUMMARY REPORT FORM 

(09/11/89) 

Batch No. E88-2939/3rd Ouarter 1988 Site Area 2 - 881 Hillside 

Laboratory Rockwell 881 General Labs 

Method GRocedures 

Sample Numbers 9-74,10-74,56-86,62-86.69-86.70-86,2-87,3-87.4-87,5-87.8-87.43-87.45-87.52-87, 
FB, TB, EB 

No. of SamplesMatrix 17pSVater 

Reviewer Org. TechLaw, Inc. 

Data Assessment Summary 

Nitrate 
Alkalinity Chloride /Nitrite Sulfate Gravimetric 

1. Holding Times V V V V A 

2. Calibrations V V A V V 

3. Blanks A A A A V 

4. Lab Control Sample A V V V V 

5. Duplicate Sample V V V V V 

6. Matrix Spike Sample V X X V V 

7. Sample Verification X X X V V 

Results 

Results 

Results 

8. OtherQC X X X V V 

9. Overall Assessment A A A A A 

Comments 

TDS holding times were exceeded 

Incomt number perfomed 

Blank contamination 

LCS not performed 

Not performed 

Transcription errors 

Data acceptable with ~ualifi~ati~ns 

V = Data had no pmblems. 
A = Data acceptable but qualified due to problems. 
R = Data rejected. 
X = Problems. but do not affect data. 

Data Quality: Data contained in this batch were reviewed and found to be acceptable with aualifications. Acceutable, 

aualiiied data may be used urovided that individual values imuacted by the "Action Items" listed below are auurouriately flavned. 

mefer to attached Results Summarv Tables). 



. -  

Action Items: 1) All total dissolved solids results are estimated (J) because the TDS holding time was 

2) The values for Nitrate in mules  10-74.70-86.56-86, and 2-87 were estimated (J) because no blanks were 

run with these samules. 

3) The values for Chloride in samules 43-87.3-87, and 5-87 were estimated (J) because no blanks were run with 

these samules. 

4) The values for Nitrate in mules  3-87.4-87.5-87.9-74.43-87.45-87.52-87.62-86, and 69-86 were 

estimated CJ) because only one blank was run with the batch. 

5) The values for Chloride in samules 52-87.69-86.4-87,9-74, TB, and FB were estimated (J) because only one 

blank was run with the batch. 

6) The value for Nitrate in samde 10-74 was estimated CJ) because the calibration verification had a high 

percent recovery. 

7) The wsitive values for Nitrate in sam~les 70-86.56-86,2-87, EB, 45-87.9-74.3-87.5-87.43-87. and 8-87 

were estimated (n and nondetects were undetected and estimated WJ) because only one calibration verification 

8) The value for Chloride in samule 45-87 was estimated (J) because of negative bias in the blank. 

9) Nondetect values for Alkalinity were estimated WJ) for TB. FB, and EB because no blanks were run with 

10) All wsitive values for Sulfate were estimated Cn because no blanks were run with the batch. 

11) All positive values for Alkalinity were estimated (J) because no laboratow control samules were analyzed. 

Comments: 1) No suikes were analyzed. 

2) The net weight calibration for samule 70-86 for total dissolved solids was incorrect. The value was 

recalculated and used for validation u r n  SeS. 

3) The value for Chloride in samule 5-87 was calculated incorrectly. 
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Comments: (cont) 4) Several transcriution errors were found between the raw data and the summan sheets. 

The following transcriution errors were found Chloride m u l e  52-87: total dissolved solids samDles 3-87 

and EB: and Nitrate samules 9-74,lO-74.3-87.5-87,8-87.43-87.45-87. and EB. 

Note: Data Summary Tables are attached. 
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